Appl. No. 10/631,239 

Amdt. Dated June 4, 2007 

Response to Office Action of April 4, 2007 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 1-28 are pending in the application, and were rejected in the Office Action of 
April 4, 2007. Reconsideration of the claims based on the following amendments and the 
following remarks is respectfully requested. 

§ 103 Rejections 

Claims 1 - 28 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. Section 103 as unpatentable over 
Haack, et al in view of Gilliland. In response to the office action, claims 1 and 12 have been 
amended to incorporate the subject matter of claim 6. Reconsideration of the claims in view 
of the following remarks is respectfully requested. 

The Haack Reference 

Haack discloses an industrial delivery truck that includes reconfigurable modules 
including steering (123, 223, 323) and control modules (125, 225, 325) that can be selectively 
positioned at the front of the operator compartment or at the back of the operator 
compartment. As shown in Figs. 4, 5, and 6, these modules can be provided at opposing ends 
of the vehicle. Referring to column 6, line 61 - column 7, line 2, travel operation from a 
control handle is enabled only when a respective foot switch is depressed . Thus, as discussed 
at column 7 line 58 - column 8 line 17, when using the function region 325 at a first end of 
the vehicle, the operator is required to depress footswitch 347. When operating the function 
region 325' at the opposing end of the vehicle, the operator is required to depress footswitch 
349. 

The Gilliland Reference 

Gilliland discloses a pallet truck. The pallet truck includes a single control 
mechanism that is controlled by the operator while riding on the vehicle or while walking 
alongside the vehicle. The control mechanism is rotational to provides a steering function, 
and includes twist grips to provide a speed control function. Each twist grip 90 includes a 
paddle 100 that "permits the fingers on the hands of the operator to . . . rotate the twist grip" 
(Col. 4, lines 8-11) and that "facilitates the operator in rotating the twist grip". (Col. 4, lines 
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36 - 38). The paddles further allow the operator to "rotate the twist grip with minimum force 
either while walking alongside or riding on the truck." (Abstract) 

Independent Claim 1 

As recited in claim 1, the present invention provides a material handling vehicle 
comprising an operator compartment having a fore operator control handle mounted at a first 
end of the operator compartment and an aft operator control handle provided at a second end 
of the compartment. The aft control handle is a twist grip handle , and is configured for 
operation by an operator facing the aft of the vehicle. 

A single steering mechanism is provided on the vehicle, and is mounted to be 
accessible to an operator facing in both the fore and the aft directions, and a single foot switch 
is provided, for enabling operation in both directions and for both operator stances. 

A prima facie case of obviousness requires that the cited references include all of the 
elements of the claims, and further, requires that an analysis supporting the obviousness 
rejection identify a reason why one of ordinary skill in the art would have been prompted to 
combine the elements. The cited references do not disclose all of the elements of claim 1 . 
Moreover, the reason to combine the references suggested in the office action is not 
consistent with the references themselves. 

a. The Combined References Do Not Recite All of the Elements of Claim 1 

Neither the Haack nor the Gilliland reference discloses a single foot switch that 
enables control from both a fore and an aft control handle. Gilliland does not disclose two 
control handles. Haack requires the operator to use a different foot switch for each control 
handle. 

Moreover, because the operator is required to activate a different foot switch when 
operating different control handles, the operator cannot "keep the left hand on handle 223 and 
pivot the right hand to control 225'" and use "the same steering control 223 while facing 
either direction", as suggested in the office action. Rather, because the operator is required to 
operate different foot controls, the operator must entirely change his or her stance from the 
transverse facing position shown in Fig. 4, to the backward facing position of Fig. 2, when 
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using these different control handles. The operator, therefore, cannot operate the same 
steering mechanism while facing both fore and aft, as recited in the claims. At best, the 
operator can control the same steering mechanism while facing one end of the vehicle and 
while facing transverse to the direction of motion. 

b. There is No Reason to Combine Haack and Gilliland 

Claim 1, as amended, further recites a "twist grip handle mounted to a second end of 
the compartment and configured for operation in the aft vehicle direction". In the office 
action it is asserted that it would be obvious to use a twist grip handle to "provide a simple 
control mechanism for the vehicle". 

The Gilliland reference, however, does not suggest that the twist grip "provides a 
simple control mechanism for the vehicle". The entire point of the Gilliland reference, rather, 
is to eliminate the need to rotate the twist grip and to, rather, provide an alternate method of 
control that does not require rotation. Rather than suggesting the simplicity of the control or 
the desirability of the twist grip handle, Gilliland teaches away from the use of a twist grip, 
suggesting that twist grips are not "a simple control mechanism" and, furthermore, that twist 
grips are not suitable in all vehicles or in all situations. 

c. Conclusion with Respect to Claim 1 

The cited references fail to disclose all of the elements of claim 1, as amended. 
Furthermore, the reason to combine these references is not supported by the references 
themselves. 

In view of these distinctions, the Applicants respectfully submit that the cited 
references fail to provide all of the elements of claim 1, as amended, and the Applicants 
respectfully request that the rejection of claim 1 and associated dependent claims 2 - 5 and 7 - 
1 1 under 35 U.S. C. § 103 be withdrawn. 

Claim 12 

Claim 12 is directed to an operator compartment for a material handling vehicle. The 
operator compartment includes first and second control handles, for access by an operator 
facing first and second directions, a floor switch for enabling operation from both the first and 
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second control handle, and a single steering mechanism. The second control handle is a twist 
grip handle mounted for access by an operator facing a second direction, and is mounted a 
distance from the floor and at an angle referenced to a side of the compartment selected to be 
perpendicular to the arm of the operator. 

The combination of Haack and Gilliland fails to disclose all of the elements of claim 
1 2 for the reasons set forth regarding claim 1 . Furthermore, neither reference discloses a 
twist grip handle that is mounted "a distance from the floor and at an angle referenced to a 
side of the compartment selected to be perpendicular to the arm of the operator." On the 
contrary, the only reference that discloses a twist grip handle discloses a twist grip that is 
provided on a control mechanism rotates , and that is not referenced to any stationary part of 
the vehicle. 

Claim 21 

Claim 21 recites a twist grip handle provided near an end of the compartment opposite 
the forks and configured to be substantially perpendicular to the arm of the operator while 
controlling the aft handle to drive the lift truck in the aft direction. 

Again, neither of the cited references disclose a twist grip mounted to either end of an 
operator compartment, or that is mounted in any particular orientation at the side of the 
compartment. The reference cited, in fact, teaches the undesirability if a twist grip handle, 
and teaches away from using a twist grip handle. In view of this distinction, the Applicants 
respectfully request that the rejection of claim 21 and associated dependent claims 22 - 28 be 
withdrawn. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement filed with the previous response included a 
reference to and a copy of an article from Modern Material Handling dated Feb. of 1992. A 
copy of the article is attached to the information disclosure statement in our file. The return 
postcard indicates receipt of two non-patent literature articles. Therefore, it appears that the 
article was both sent to and received by the PTO. 
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An additional copy of the article is attached for your reference. No fee is believed 
necessary for the filing of this document. 

Conclusion 

In view of the distinctions noted, the Applicants submit that the claims, as amended, 
distinguish over the cited references, and respectfully request that the rejection of claims 1-28 
in view of the cited references be withdrawn. 

No fees are believed necessary in conjunction with this response. However, please 
charge any fees under 37 CFR §1.17 that may be due on this application to Deposit Account 
17-0055. The Commissioner is also authorized to treat this amendment and any future reply 
in this matter requiring a petition for an extension of time as incorporating a petition for 
extension of time for the appropriate length of time as provided by 37 CFR § 136(a)(3). 



Respectfully submitted, 



Gregory W. Smiley, et al. 



Dated June 4, 2007 




Terri S. Flynn 
Reg. No. 41,756 
Attorney for Applicant 
Quarles & Brady LLP 
41 1 E. Wisconsin Avenue 
Milwaukee WI 53202-4497 
Direct Dial: (414)277-5229 
Direct Fax: (414)978-8980 
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MODERN Materials H.vndling 



NARROW- AISLE TRUCKS 

Raymond Reach-Fork 

Incorporating the manufacturer's new microprocessor based vehicle' control';; 
system, this 4,500-lb-capacity reach truck also features ergonomic design. 

A specially designed multi-function control handle enables the operator to use 
one hand to control vehicle direction and speed, fork lift/lower and dual-speed, 
icach/retract, mast tilt, and the truck's horn. . 

The truck uses a straight-ahead operator stance; the design of the controls : 
also allows the operator to face in the opposite direction when driving 
the truck in reverse. 

The vehicle control system gives the operator precise traction, 
torque, and velocity control. Performance limits can be preset by us- 
ing the control system's programming capability. 




COUNTERBALANCED, ENGINE -POWERED 

TCIV1 FG25N3 

A 4 -cylinder, 1,98'2-cu-in., Nissan gas/LP-gas 
engine provides the power for this 5,000-lb-capac- 
iiy rider. With a sealed engine compartment hood 
and radiator cover, and sound-absorbing material 
beneath the floor board, the sound level is limited 
to 80 dB(A). 

A large, open-style step aids the operator in get- 
ting into and out of the truck. 

An integrated instrument panel includes an hour 
meter, fuel gauge, engine coolant temperature 
gauge, and a torque-converter oil temperature 
gauge. ■ ' . ■• '■' 

Lift and lower speeds are fast (98.4 ft/min un- 
loaded), due in part to a newly developed load sens- 
ing control valve. - - - ' - ■ /• ' . 

Full hydrostatic power steering and a fully tran- 
sistorized ignition system are standard features. 



NAKKOW-AISLE TRUCKS 

Big Joe PDR 30 

With a 3,000-lb load capacity -rating, this walkie 
reach (nick combines -the' versatility of a countcr- 
balancedtruck with the narrow-aisle capabilities of 
a straddle truck.. '■ •' - - v '/ r ' 

Dual reach. and tilt cylinders, and a pantograph- 
type reach mecluuu.m with 'a 2T-iii. stroke, are 
standard, as are 4-iu. tandem load', wheels and an 
I.T.A. Class II carriage. 1 , 

Two-way mechanical • linkage .-actual cs • an auto- 
' motive-style disc brake'when the handle is posi- 
tion d in the top or bottorrV l.'V'.of its arc. A dead 
man feature automatically returns the handle to its 
upright position, cuts travel power, -and engages the 
brake if the handle is released.' The' disc brake is 
mounted to the chive "motor armature. 




